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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Newly submitted claims 14-15 are directed to an invention that is independent or 
distinct from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: the inventions of 
claims 14 and 15 are distinct from the originally presented invention since the originally 
presented inventions do not require the cutting edge not being parallel to an axis of 
rotation as set forth in claim 14, and conversely, the inventions of claims 14 and 15 do 
not require blade arrangements set forth in claims 2, 4-5, 7-8, or 12-13. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for 
prosecution on the merits. Accordingly, claims 14-15 are withdrawn from consideration 
as being directed to a non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 
821 .03. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-2, 4-5, 7-8, 10, and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Anderson (US 3,084,582). 

Anderson discloses all the recited elements of the invention including: 

a) a rotatable blade having an edge which is non-linear radially (19); 
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b) a counter-knife having an edge generally conforming to a profile of the 
blade edge (20); 

c) the blade edge being located along the surface of an imaginary cylinder 
formed by the rotation of the cutting edge so that the cutting edge of the 
rotating blade passes the cutting edge of the counter-knife in succession 
when rotating blade is turned (col. 2, lines 32-58). 

Regarding claims 2 and 12, col. 2, lines 32-58. Regarding claims 4 and 7, a 
portion of the blade edge can first rotates past the counter-knife to cut a portion of the 
carpet pile adjacent a base of the carpet first and the blade edge has a portion capable 
of cutting an edge of the carpet with an edge on the counter-knife having a profile 
conforming the portion of the blade edge. Regarding claim 13, the blade is shaped 
such that it is capable of cutting portions that are perpendicular and angled relative to 
the plane of the carpet base. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 14 November 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Applicants contend that Anderson teaches two blades that do not conform to 
each other. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. Anderson does show the counter knife 
having the cutting edge shaped radially to correspond in form with the cutting edge of 
the rotatable blade for a cutting operation. The cutting edges of Anderson do not 
overlap each other. Rather, engagement of projections (50 and 51) causes one of the 
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blades to pivot causing a shearing action to the blades during the cutting operation (See 
Figures 4 and 9). 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen Choi whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4504. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Allan N. Shoap can be reached on 571-272-4514. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 



